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“'In todays Sunday “Forum,’ Delawares
Jun!or senator, Democrat Joseph R. Biden’
Jri dzscusses ‘proposals’ to ‘ease. current
;estnctiom on domestic. mtellzgence sur-
Veillance by the : Central ; Intelligence
Agency and the Federal Bureau of Investx-_

Intelhgence Committee in 1976,
F4~4q =1 have been hearing arguments
ARY ‘that the :CIA and other intelli-,

d ' gence “agencies ‘can’t’ function
because of restrictions that have been put
on:them, The blame for this situation 1s
mo:t frequently placed on Congress :

These arguments are patently false

“ The restnctxons commonly complamed’
about those. ‘dealing  with) covert: intelli-
gence ‘collection, were enacted by the last
two presidents, Ford -and Carter, through
the "issuance of  executive’ ‘orders. These
restrictions were largely based on the rec-
ijommendations. of a special. commission,
)(nown .as the Rockefeller Commission,
twhich President Ford appomted to seek
‘ways to correct the abuses of power which
‘the CIA~and similar agencies- had com-
mxtted :under Watetgate and m prev;ous

ears.! Vs .n 4 :
y rs"};rt\!f NESen -.4-‘ 'yp"

> Those .abuses were wrong.. When they
‘weré™ uncovered, *,everyon ) agre'
were wrong. R

i The CIA had no busmess spyin ‘ol inno-
cent Americans who had done nothing more
than speak out against an ‘administration’s
policies in Vietnam. The FBI had no busi-
ness trying ta smear’ the .reputations. of
mdwxduals who had honest disag ements
w:th an admnmstratxon S pohcxe

i There is no_reason why our! mtelhgence
agencies should be involved in activities of
this kind. These activities did: nothmg to
strengthen our national security ='in fact,
they undermined it by attacking the basic
rights and freedoms of our society and by
diverting the agencies’ attentxon from sen—
ous natlonal secunty threats ;

For these reasons;’ our mtelllgence agen-
‘cies and our nation as a whole have been’
strengthened, not weakened, by the execu--
tive -orders Pres:dents Ford and Carter
issued.. ., i

. The orders pmperly focus the attention ot
the CIA and our other foreign intelligence |

taken

:'_" !me

agencxes where it belongs, — on Amencan!
security interests abroad. The orders also
place responsibility for internal security
threats where it belongs — with the FBL
And the orders help ensure that the rights of
innocent American citizens 'will be pro-
tected from unwarranted actlons by any of
these agencles : RO
These .are, all steps thatl\needed to be

i In spnte of these facts however the argu-
ments that our mtelhgence agencies aren’t
bemz allowed to do their jobs continue. *

* And 50 it i$ pot surprising tnat, with a new
admipistration now in power, efforts w0uldt
be mounted tp-undo the recept reforms;’, ‘
" 'The first of these efforts'surfaced severat
-weeks ago, when it 'was reported that pro-|
posals ‘were being’ circulated ,within . the’
administration-.to" relax the presxdentxal
restnctwns on mtelhgence agency: actxvl-
tles P A **"‘ AR

" These ‘proposals’ would (1) let- the CIA
become involved again in domestic spying;’
(2) downgrade the authority of the attorney
general to oversee enforcement of the pres-
idential orders and to make sure intelli-
gence agencies are complymg with the law;
(3) reduce the agencies’ responsibility .to
report evidence of criminal wrongdoing to
the Justice Department, ‘and (4) virtually
remove restrictions designed to protect the,
pmvacy of innocent citizens. ' %

- If current restrictions were hfted we
would largely be back where we were. If

_your son or daughter participated in a cam-
_pus demonstration to protest, say, U.S. pol—

icy in El Salvador, the CIA could start a file'
on him or her. If you spoke out forcefully,
against some government policy, a file'
could be begun and your mail opened — all.
without your knowledge. Rumors could be

ccirculated in the community against-you.|

Farfetched? No. These’ things happened:
before, to ordinary law abxdmg Iammes
like yours. " .

- Fortunately, it now appcars that the
enthusnasm for these proposals is not:
shared by President Reagan and other key'
officials in his administration. :* ../

White House counselor Edwm Meese has

*stated” that” the “president - is “absolutelyf

opposed to the CIA getting into domestic.
spying.” Attorney General William French
Smith has said that “there i is no question the’
attorney, general is going to play an :mpor~\

itant. role?”, (in making sure “intelligence :

agenctes comply with the law). Deputy CIA !
Dnrector Bobby Inman has mdxcate that .

_government snooping
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the proposed revisions ‘will not be adopted
in their present form.

.~ These statements axereassurmg Iparhco
ularly welcome the president's opposition
to the first of the four proposals. But the
issue is by no means-finally. settled, and
there is still reason to be concemed and«
watehful. . = ST T ;
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